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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/729,927 


Applicant(s) 

SLOWSKI, DARREL 
ROBERT 


Examiner 

Gary C. Hoge 


Art Unit 

3611 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

( 1 ) Gary C. Hope . (3) Darrel Slowski . 

(2) Eugene Gierczak . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 17 May 2007 . 

Type: a)K Telephonic b)D Video Conference 
c)Q Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 7.11,15 and 19 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: May (6.188.175) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)KI was not reached. h)D N/A. 



2)D applicant's representative] 

4 

e)KI No. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



/Gary C. Hoge/ 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 



Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070622-A 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements x 

fSittS^^ 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Recort * " ^ 

TlUe 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1;133 Interviews 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or ur^XSSKSff^ °" h "» °"» N ° M ™«™ « A <° 

■ncomp*^ ex.uslve.yon the written record in the Office if tha, record is .tseif 

the exam^n^ an "JfT*W of record in Ihe application fi.e, unless 

which bear directly on Ihe question of patenlabMHy eXamlners res P° nslb " ll y to see tha ' »««* a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview byTe^ 

requirements for whtt MeEZ£S 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in fJECr Me ar exduS f rf l S " 3 ' ° f Pa,e " t * xam,nin 9 Procedure, or pointing 
substance of an Interview is compie.e.y re£rdeSntS ™ere the 

either «Wi or prior to the next official communication. If additional corresponded * ddress 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be maiied promptly after the inte'rview ratheT w~ or lf 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc) ■ 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- The signature ol Ihe examine/ W» conduetod Die Wrtaw (il Form Is eel an attochnrenl lo a signed Office aclion) 

shoffid taSSSta^w fiSSKS^ Si aSSSU • »»"d into**., eann case. „ 

/.) an i aen tin cation Qf the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) rn.e d ^ df a substanfive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

5) a brief idenfification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to Ihe examiner 

6 a general indicadon of any other pertinent matters discussed and exam.ner.) 

7) lZS%£.** 9eneral feSU ' te ° f m «™ ° f already described, in tho In.en l,-, Summary Form completed by 

accurate. -a record is no, complele and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statementaltrLt^oNm o? Kfi^f l^TT ^ 3 ™" SS ^ f0rth ,he e * aminers ve ™" of -he . 

paper recording the substance of the inte^waL'S P ' 3Ce the indicalion ' ^-ord OK' on the 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/729,927 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: We discussed the possibility of claiming the raised bridge as 
protruding outwardly relatively to the rest of the framing members. Examiner indicated that this appeared to define over 
the references in the case, and that further search would be needed to see if this limitation would be allowable. 
Regarding May, it was observed that that reference contemplated operating an EL panel at a high voltage initially, and 
then reducing the voltage. Applicant noted that his EL panel was a conventional panel that was operated in a new way, 
namely, by being always operated at a lower-than-rated voltage. 



